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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 
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1 Application/Control Number: 10/798,778 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2622 

DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-4, 8, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Terry (US 5,546,131). 

Claim 1: 
Terry discloses: 

A method of displaying a video signal together with associated information (see 
Figs. 1a-1f, 2) comprising transforming the video from a first scanning raster to a 
second scanning raster having a different aspect ratio from the first, the transformation 
providing compensation for the aspect ratio change, and the transformed video 
occupying only part of the second scanning raster (see col. 1 lines 33-40); and using 
some or all of the unoccupied part of the second raster to display the associated 
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information (see Figs. 1a-1f, where the Subtitles are considered as the associated 
information as claimed). 

Claim 2 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 . 

Claims 3, 4 are disclosed, see col. 2 line 32, col. 1 lines 34-39. 

Claims 8, 9 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5-7, 11, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Terry (US 5,546,131) in view of Kim et al (US 6,788,347). 

Claim 5: 

Terry does not explicitly say that the first raster is a high-definition raster and 
the second raster is a standard definition raster, as claimed in claim 5; however, as 
pointed out above, Terry teaches conversion (transformation) between a first raster and 
a second raster, and it is notoriously well known in the art to convert a high definition 
raster to a standard definition raster -as evidence see Kim at col. 1 lines 14-40, the 
ABSTRACT, where through a downconversion, high definition raster is transformed to 
standard definition raster- in order to output video in different format or aspect ratio; 
because of these teachings, an artisan would be motivated to combine the references to 
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arrive at the claimed invention, for purpose of obtaining video in different format or 
aspect ratio. Therefore, the claimed invention would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 

Claim 6 is rejected for the same reasons as claims 1 , 5; as pointed out in the rejection 
of claim 5, Kim teaches downconversion. 

Claim 7 is disclosed, see Terry at Figs. 1a-1f where the displayed information (Subtitles) 
can be changed through control input. 

Claim 11 is rejected for the same reasons as claims 1 , 5, and 6. 

Claim 12 is disclosed, see Terry at col. 5 line 45 to col. 6 line 7. 

6. Claims 10, 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Terry (US 5,546,1 31 ) in view of Saeger et al (US 5,345,270). 

Claim 10: 

Terry discloses all the claimed limitations in claim 10 as already pointed out in 
claim 1 ; except Terry does not explicitly teach associating a monitoring signal as 
claimed in claim 10, however Terry does teach associating information (like subtitles) 
with the video signal, and the reference to Saeger shows that associating monitoring 
signal, like storm warnings, news alerts, and other useful messages/information, and 
displaying them on the unoccupied part of the second raster, is a notoriously well known 
technique in the art (as evidence see Saeger at col. 1 lines 40-44, col. 5 lines 43-45, 
Figs. 2, 3). Because of these teachings, an artisan would be motivated to combine the 
references to arrive at the claimed invention, and provide associated monitoring signal 
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and other useful messages/information. Therefore, the claimed invention would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 
Claims 13-16 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 10; because the reference to 
Saeger teaches that borders or unoccupied part of the display can be used to display 
different types of auxiliary information, see Saeger at col. 1 lines 40-51 , col. 5 lines 13- 
14, 43-45, col. 8 line 13, these different types of auxiliary information and other useful 
information are considered to be included "control information" as claimed in claims 13- 
16. 

7. Claims 17, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Terry (US 5,546,131 ) in view of Saeger et al (US 5,345,270) and the Background of the 
instant application. 
Claims 17, 18: 

The above combination as stated in the rejection of claim 10 disclosed all the 
limitations of claims 17 and 18; except that a plurality of video signals from different 
sources/inputs and an array of monitors are not explicitly disclosed as claimed in claims 
17 and 18; however, the reference to Saeger teaches a system where station and/or 
network logos are also involved (see Saeger at col. 1 line 43, col. 5 line 14), this 
network environment would suggest to an artisan different sources/inputs and 
outputs/monitors, and the Background of the instant application discussed this 
suggestion (see Background of the instant application, page 1 lines 13-29); thus 
implementing the above combination in a network environment where different 
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sources/inputs and outputs/monitors are involved would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at time the invention was made. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean W. Desir whose telephone number is (571) 272 
7344. The examiner can normally be reached on 5/4/9 - First Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Ometz can be reached on (571) 272 7593. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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